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MAIL STOP 
AMENDMENT 



THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Applicants: B. Meyers et al. 
Application No.: 10/608,462 
Filed: June 27, 2003 



Attorney Docket No.: MSFT121083 



Art Unit: 2672 / Confirmation No.: 9377 



Examiner: M.K. Lay 



Title: 



INTELLIGENT WINDOWS BUMPING METHOD AND SYSTEM 



RESPONSE TRANSMITTAL LETTER 



June 5,2006 

TO THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS: 

A. Response Transmittal 

Transmitted herewith is a response to an Office Action in the above-identified 
application. No additional claim fee is required. 

B. Additional Fee Charges or Credit for Overpayment 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16, 1.17 
and 1.18 which may be required during the entire pendency of the application, or credit any 
overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 03-1740. This authorization also hereby includes a request 
for any extensions of time of the appropriate length required upon the filing of any reply during 
the entire prosecution of this application. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the U.S. Postal Service in a sealed 
envelope as first class mail with postage thereon fully prepaid and addressed to Mail Stop Amendment, 
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 223 '13-1450, on the below date.^ 



Respectfully submitted, 



CHRISTENSEN O'CONNOR 
JOHNSON KINDNESS PLLC 




Gary S. Kmdness 
Registration No. 22,178 
Direct Dial No. 206.695.1702 
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Title: 



INTELLIGENT WINDOWS BUMPING METHOD AND SYSTEM 



RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 

Seattle, Washington 98101 
June 5, 2006 

TO THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS: 

Applicants respectfully request that the above-identified application be reexamined. 

The Office Action mailed on March 7, 2006 ("Office Action"), rejected Claims 1-13 
and 15-29, all of the claims remaining in this application. Claims 1-8, 17, 20, 21, 23/1, 23/3, 
23/4, 23/8, 23/20, 24/1, 24/3, 24/4, 24/8, 24/20, and 25-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Horvitz et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,880,733. Claims 9-13, 15, 
16, 18, 19, 22, 23/9, 23/22, 24/9, 24/22, and 28 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Horvitz et al. in view of Butler et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,573,913. Claim 29 
was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Horvitz et al. in view of 
Ellison-Taylor, U.S. Patent No. 5,796,402. Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Prior to discussing in detail why applicants believe that the Office Action is in error and 
that all of the claims in this application are allowable, a brief description of applicants' invention 
and a brief description of the teachings of the cited and applied references are provided. The 
following discussions of applicants' invention and the cited and applied references are not 
provided to define the scope or interpretation of any of the claims of this application. Instead, 
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